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.~ CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FARM
POPULATION

.\ v

Dmnbutlon While thp{arm populatvon /5 primarily non-~
metroplitan, one’iufth of the-farm tofal_lves within the
boundaries of standard metropohtan statistical areas -
.{sMsA 's) as defined in 1970 (table B). In compartson, nearly
* 70 percent of thé nonfarm population lives within the 1970
metropolitan boundaries. Data for farmli

.

P

-

‘Emmates of the farm population from 1920 to the presantare

not strictly comparable due to defimtional change: Prior to 1960,
farm residence wal based ementially on self-identification, fe . re-
spondents themselves determined whether or not they Lwed on a
farm. From 1860 through) 1976, the farm population has -been re
stncted to persons living tn rural territory and has been identified on

the baus of acrBage and sales Information (see “Defimtions and

, - Explanations” in the appendix).

. ¢ . 4

» o ' .

.t .

: ﬁom the March -
) 'l~ N \d

. - I :
o .- o il [ . : ‘
r/l. . "1 j & . T ' ‘ s * . \, L
B A. . 4 e ) . /‘ .
. . i . ’ . !
N % . _ u :
- Ce ’ A L o - L -
’o ) . ., ' . s } .
.. . > - Farm Population of the United States: 1976 v
’ e (Ac_lv'ance data on the 1976 farm-population were 1.suea m Apra 1977 1n Current Population ‘Beports Series P-27, No 48)' N : I -
The number of perso?ws liviag on farms in rural areas ‘of the 5
i o United Sta;es averaged 8,253,000 for the 12-month period Tib,'g A Populatlon Of the Umted StateS' TOtal
- ‘centered on :Apnl 1976. About 1 person out of every 26, or 'Qnd Farm; Apl’ll 1950 to 1976 -
3.9 percent of the Nation's 214 million people, had a farm . ' (Numbers in thousands) »
residence (table-A). These estimates were prepared coopera- s, 2 ..
tively by the Bureau of the Census an@the €conomic Re- . : Faim pdpulation
P search Service,"U'S, Department of Agriculture ’ . Total : —
. The farm share of the total U.S. population has deciined Year resident Nymber * Pertent
' fairly steaddy over the lasf 55 years (figure 1) in 1920, when population of Qf total’ ,
the farm population was first enumerated separately, 30 per- . 1"’ persons?! nglflati?ﬂ X
- +  cent of the Nation’s populatuo‘n resuded on farms The pro- ' - - n |
L portion had falien to 15 percent by 1950, to 5 percent by  ° 1976...%... 214,284 8,253 3.9
.1970, and has now dropped below 4 percent.} P 1975....... 212,542 8, 864 4.2
t . Although the overaii end has been one of decline, the 1974..... 211,018 9,264 1 4.4
rate of decrease in the farm population has shown short-term . 1973....... « 209,468 9,472 4.5
fluctuations. Aftet declining at an average annual rate of 4 8 1972..... 207,802 9, 610 4.6
© . percent dunr"ng the 1960’s, the farm population appearea to 1971....... 205,677 9,425 -4’6
. ., beleveling off w the early 1970s The average rate of decline 1970....... 2203, 235 9,712 "ﬁ'g o
, from 1970 to 1974 was 1 2.percent per year. Since 1974 the 1969....... 200, 887 10, 307 5.1 |
-rate of loss has accelerated, with an average annual decline 1968....... 198,923 10, 454 5.3 |
from 1974.t0 1976 of 5.8 percent. It should be noted, how- *  19¢7..... 196,976 | 10,875 5.5,
v ever, that this rate is sgmewhat inflated because of changes |, 1966....... 195,045 11,595 5.9 ]
" made in 1976 mvo!vmg the procedures for processing survey . .
*. infermation on fagm and nonfarm reéidence (These changes 1965....... 192,983 | » 12,363 6.4
g < are explained in detall in a later section of this report | .19§4 e 190,507 12,954 6.8
] 1963.... ... 187,837 . 13,36] 7.1
. Approximately 130, of the 611,000 dethne in the farm 1962, | . -185.104 14,313 7.7
population between 1975 and 1976 may be attributable to 1961.. ... .. 182,298 | . 14,%03 8.1
processing changes. ) 1960....... 2179 ‘?23 15, 635 . 8.7
! DEMOGRAPHIC AND SOCIAL o~

1F‘ive-quarter averageslentered on April
see "'Definitions and Explanations. ' )
+ 2official scensul count.

R 4
. r
1976 Current Population \urvey (CPS) undlcate thdt the

* majonty of the metropolitan farm aopulatlon resides n.
SMSA's of Iéss than 1 milfion populatuon

- [}

-

‘ There 1s a difference by race in the dustnbutuon of the
farm population by metropohtan-nongvetropolitan residence,
-—-—-—pﬂ_‘_ p

— R \\
?US. Bureau of the Census, Current Populstion Repomk Series
P-20, No. 311, "Household and Family Characteristice March 1976.”
Much of this farm population is “metropalitan’ i lijtle morehana:
technical sense, bemg included 1n SMSA's because-the latter are de- P
fined in terms of entire counties and thus frequently include non-
. suburbamzed territory, The metropokhitan farm popula@n may have'a
certan slgmf»cance howdver, as representmg farm residents who Ilve
. dose to sizable cities, . .




Back’® farmy residents are more likely to live In nonmetro-
politase.areas than are Whitd® Approximately 9~0 percent of
.the Black farm population resided in nonmetropolitan areas -
i o 0»4]%76 the comparabie proportion for Whites was 80 per-
oent. In contrast, Blacks who tive off farms are more hkely to,
be'm metropolntan areas than are thtrr Wh|te' counterparts

‘

Raeml compomlon. The farm p'o’pulatnon is becoming In-
creasmg!wwmte due tqdcfferences in the rates of decline of
Whites and Blacks® (table 1). Blacks on farms numbered

A}
l. «
— *
*The data f’BIacks in‘the text refer to Blacks and persons of
races other than White. In’ the 1970 census, Blacks comprised 90

percent of. }hes total population other than White and 87 percent of
the farm population other than Whnte

. .

cent for Whites' and 92 parcent for

* 541,000 in 1976 and representgd A\percent of the total farm

population; the correspomdlng propgrtions in 1960 and 1970
were 16 and 10 percent respectivgly Between 1970 and
1976, the number of Whlzes on farrﬁﬁ decreased by 12 per-
cent as campared with a 42 percent dt\crease for Blacks. The
annual rates of loss over this 6-year pegod averaged 2.2 per-
lacks. A similar dif-
ferentlal in rates of decline was expenched over the preced-
mg decade From 1960 to 1970, the’ number of Whites on
farms decreased at an average annual rate of 4.0 percent,
while the a‘!age rate of loss fdzr Blacks was 10 1 percent per
year - .
Historically, higher rates of -populatlon toss among Black

_farm residents-have been associated with heavy losses N the

number of cotton and tobacco tenant farmers Blacks have
had a dnspropomonate répresentation among tenant farmers,

- o,

r

I

Table B. Metropohtan Norrmetmpohtan Resldence of the Farm and Nonfarm Population,
by Race: 1976 _ S .

(Figures are five-quarter averag%s centered on April')

| " :
Race and residepce N

T * .

Total Farm Nonfarm

g

ALL RACES

United States. . - . thousands..
Inside SMSA's%.........en ... .thousands..
Percent e,

Outside SMSA's .thousands..
Percent.... .

/

hl N
hY

/ United StateS.........
Inside SMSA's.......MJ......thousand%..
Percent..ceeeecscocssas
Optside SMSA'd. .. .covvven
Percent...seceeceaces

. BLACK AND OTHER RACES®
United States...c-cocececenenses
Inside ShSA's..
" .Percenta.sseescess
Outside SMSA'S....eeueusn
PErCent.cs cerareccncsas

. or

vev.....thousands. ]

’0000000(0-0-0
. .thousands..

s s s s s s s s s 0P

.thousands..
.thousands: .

—
e Peesswganne

R R R IR A B A

...thousands..

sevtss s s s s 000"

[

202,079
141,007
69.8
61,072
3Q.2

1210,332
142,567 ‘ : { '
67.8 |

[ 67,765 : | :
32.2 }-

174,927
119,894
| 68.5
55,033
i 3L.5

182,638
121,392
66.5
61,246
.33.5

29,153,
21,113 .
“177.8
6,040
2.7

27,694
21,175
. 76.5
6,519

23.5

541
62
11.5
. 479
88 5

I
i
i

1’I'he total U.S. population figure' shown here differs from that shown in table A because

table A refers to the total resident population,

‘to the civilianyninstitutional papulation.
23MSA’' s refe
census publications, see

-,

i o

whereas this and other tabies refer only

to standard metropolitan btatistical areas as designax in the 1970
"Definitions and Explanations.” . '
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and the number of-such farms has falien steadily and sharply
since 1935. With mechanization and modernization of cotton
and tobacco farpning, landowners have, for sthe most part,

caased to employ tenant labor to producd their crops. De-

clines in the number of small farms and of hired workers who

. live on farms havé also contributed to the disproportionate

drop in the Black farm populati,on.“ ’

Age. The‘ farm populafion has been characterized for
many years by unequal rates of population ioss between the
two broad age groups—under 14 years and 14 years old and
over, Since 1970 the number of farm children under 14 years
of age has dropped by a third, aqd their proportion of all
farm people has declined.from 26 to 20 percent {figure 2 and
table 2). During this same period, the number of farm per-
sons 14 years old and over decreased by only 9 percent. This
decline in chidren reflects both the high net outmigration in
earhier décades of young farm adults of chlld.bearlnwge and
‘the sharp drop in thfe national birth rate.in the early 1970',
which extended to farm as well as nonfarm areas.

., .

. .

.
[

. <
© “Vera J. Batks dand Celwin=L. Besle, “Farm Population by Race,

Tenurs, and Economic Scale of Farming, 1960 and 1970,” Agricul-
tural Ecohomjc Report No. 228, U.S. Department-of Agriculture,
Econpmic Reseerch Service, 1972: and Calvin L. Besle, "The Black
- American in Agriculture™ in Mabel M. Smythe, ed., The Black Ameri-
cen Reference Book (Englewood Cliffs, N.J - Prentica-Hall, 1976).
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Higher rates of decrease among those under 14 years of
age characterized both the White and Black farm popula
tons. During the 1970 to 1976 penod the number of Whtte
chiidren on farms declined by4 28 pereent, while the White
adult farm population decreased by only 7 percent (table 1).
The comparatile rates of dechine for Blacks were 60 and 32
pércem, respectively. Despyte the marked difference in rates
of population loss, there 1s some evidence that chiidren con-
tinue to comprise a Yreater proportion of the Black ' farm
population thah they do of the White farm population. In
1976, 25 percent ofy all Blgcks on farms'were under 14 years
of age, compared with 20 percent of White farm residents.

The pattern of decline was not consistent for different age
groups of adults. Over the 1970 to 1976 period, young aduits
aged 20 to 34 years rose a} a proportion of the totaf farm
population from 13 to 16 percent. No signifieant chalnges
occurred in the~proportions of farm teenagers—those 14 to
19 years old—or of the older age catégornes of farm adylts.

Sex. The dwindling size and changing age structure of the
farm population has not affected the continuance of another
of its distinctive features—more males than females. Farm
males outnumbered farm females by’ 358,000 in 1976; there
were 109 rhales on farms for every 100 females ftable 2). In
comparison, there were only 93 males per 100 females i the
nonfarm civilian noninstitutional population. The stronger
representation of males in the farm popuiation reflects a

.

<

5 A '
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somewhat higher ratp 6f outmlgranon of females as com
pared with males¥ Thie antrmigration of females from farms,
tywcally as they reach maturity, reflects the predominatety
mascuhne nature of farm work: of the 2 million farm res-

g

dents @mployed in agriculturg in 1976, 1 6 million or more ’

than four-fifths were male {tabl® D)

.
.
3 lad

.Family type and size.' Data from the March 1976 CPS
indicate that a greater proporuon.of farm families than gf'
nonfarm familigs have buth husband and wrfe'present'(table

3). While 92 percent of farm famyies include both husband’
« and wife, the comparable flgurfrl:r nonfarm familes is 84
rin and nonfarm families

percent. Thrs dlfference b!twee
exists for both Whites and Blacks. .

The average sizes of farm and nonfarm famlhes in March
1976 were 3.5 and 3.4 persons, respectively—a fference
which’ 15 not statistically significant Nor was there }iy signif
icant difference between the average size” of White %rm

families (3.4 .persons) angd White nonfm families (3 3 per-
.sons). Among Blacks, however, there i1s some statistical evi-

dence that the& average ‘of 4 6 persons per farm family was
higher than the 3.9 person average for nonfarm families

While the avérage sizes of farm and nonfarm famikes are

‘not significantly different, the distributions of familigs by

number of persons show that large tamilies—those with 6 or
’ N

= ¢ > .
S Dale E Hathaway, J Allen Beegle and W @eith Bryant, People
of Rural Amenca, US Bureau of the Census, 1960 Census Moo
g'aph {Washington, D C. US. Government Printing Office, 1968},

-

mbye persons-constttute {great share of farm families (12
percent) than of 'nonfarm far;/tes {9 percent). The hlgher
proportron of large famrlles thun the farm populatlon 15
parttally/due to- the presenca, among families which have
childreg, of a; greatef number of children within farm fami-
lie€. Among tamiies with own children under 18 present, 9
pércent of farm famiies h’ave 5 or more children compared
ta only 4 percent of nonf«r amiltes. This difference 1s not
completely , reflected iNthe mean family size estimates be-
cause of the offsemng%ect of the smaller proportion of

" farm famihies with own chlldren under 18 present, 47 percen

of farm families have own childreh under 18~compared fo 54
percent.-of nonfarm families ,

Fertility. . The fe‘rtm‘ty of farth woreen.contlnues' to be
higher than that of nonfarm women. Data_for June 1976
{table C) indicate that the average number of chifdren born
to farm women 15 to 44 years of age who have ever,been
married (2,699 per 1,000 women{-is significantly higher than™
the_ average born to monfarm women of, comparable age
(2.064 per” 1,000 women). However, there 15 some’evidence
that the difference 15 mainly attributable to the fertility ex
perience of women in the oldest {35 to 44 years) age group,
whio have essentially completed therr childbearing.

"Table C also presents June 1976 data on birth expecta-

* tions of currenfly married women 14 to 39 years of 3ge.

pp. 68-71, and Henry S Shryock, Jacob S Siegel, and Associates, The -
. Metheds and Materials of Demography, US Bureau of the Census

{(Washington, D.C. US Government Printing Office, 1971}, pp
193199 s

.

fFarm women 1n this age group expected to have a Ilfetrme
total of 2,947 births per 1,000 women Although this flgure
is significantly higher  than the 2,428 births per 1,000 ex-
pected by nonfarm women, it should be noted that this dif-
ference 1n lifeumé births expected 15 due entirely to a differ
ence in the number of births to date.

Table C. Fﬁm'ty Charactenstncs of Farm and Nonfarm Wonien, by Race: 1976
‘ (For meaning cf\ymbols, see text)k

———
All races ) White Black and othexr races
Characteristic ‘ _ _ ) Non-
J ) ™tal . Farm Non Total | Farm Non Total Farm on
farm farm i farm
' ¥ ‘'
‘Children ever born per 1,000 : .
womien ever married: . . /| - .
Total, 15 to, 44 years...... 2,082 (,2,699 {2,064 | 2017 2,699 | 1,955 2,552 (B) 2,550
- 15 to 24 years...........' 837 909 |. *836' 777 812 777 1,319 (B) 1,310
2% to 34 years......e0ven 1,892 2,123 1,886 | 1,848 | 2,100 | 1,842 2,204 " (B) 2,200
35 to 44 years.......... | 3,058 3,514 3,037 2,_979 3,528 4 2,952 3,588 (B) 3,591
" [
Married women 14 to 39
years old?l: -, .
s Births to datc per 1 000 , . .
WOMEN. .. oevareronscnnonns 1,876 | 2,500 | 1,859 | 1, 842 2,472 ,823 | 2,211 | (B) 2,199
Lifetime births expected -
per 1,000 women. ... u.o... | 2,442 2,947 {2,428 2,415 [ 2,914 | 2,400 | 2,708 (B) 2,696
. _ - ® . :
1pata limiteg to curm.nt).Smarried women reporting on birth expectations.. .
Source: Unpubli-éhed data See table A-6 for

bases and table A<4 for standard errors.
¢ .
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o Ecowowc CHARACTERISTICS OF THE "

’ FARM POPU LATION
B
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. Lakor force partlclpatlon In- 1976, about 4 millioh per-
sons, or three-fifths of the farm populat|on 14 years old and
over,’ werg n the labor force, either employed or seeking
work' (table 4). Although there has been some decline in total
nuiber, the tate of.fabor force partieipatfon among farm

R residents has remained essentially unchanged since 1930

Oveérafi, the tevel of labor force participation among farm
residents was about the same as that among nonfarm resi-
dents. However, there were significant differences between
these, two residence groups by sex. Farm males were more

. hkely to be in the labor force than nonfarm males, in 1976,
the labor, force participation rates for the two groups were
“aboyt 80 percent ﬂnd 74 percent, respectively On the other
hand, the IeveI of 1abor force participation of farmi women
was below that of their nonfarm counterparts About 40
percent of all [females 14 years ‘61d and over living on farms
were either workrng or looking for a job in 1976 'In com-
panson, females living off farms had a labdr force participa-

-

- tion rate of 46 percent. - .

participation by region of res!dence Males 14 years old ap
Pa— - /7
over living on farms in the €ombined Northern anc Western

States were more likely «han southern farm residgnts to bé n

the labor force (82 percent versus 76 percent) Ampng the *

female farm population 14 yedrs old and over, about two-
fifths were in the labor force it réspective of région.
As in earlieg years labor forge partlcrpatlon ‘was somewhat
higher among White farrp residents than among Black far
, residerrts. *In 1976, the labor force participation rates f
these jwo racial groups were 61 and 54 percent, respectivel
(table 5). This racial disparity in labor force participation 1s
accounted for‘by.drfferences in the partucrpatlon-ot males, as
‘there was no significant differénce’by race in the likeiihood
of females being in the labor forcg In the male farm popula-
tion 14 years ‘old and over, the rae}e of fabor force participa-
tion was 80 percent for Whites and 67 percent for Blacks,
among females, both races had rates of 40 percent. .
Agricultaral and nonagricultural \employ In 1976,
2.0 million persons, or 51 percent of the employed farmi
resident labar force, were engaged solely or primanly in agri-
culture (table 4). This |)epresents a decline of 16 percent, or
about,370, workers, in primary agricultural employreent
among ‘farm  people since 1970. ‘During this same 1970 to
1976 pe‘uod there was no significant change in the namber
of farm residents working in nonagricultural industried-
about 1.9 mitlion workers. However, nonagncultural employ-,
ment as a proportion of total employment of farm people
rose from 45 to 49 percent. Figure 3 shows that as a conse-
(" quence of tMe trends in ‘these two prdportions, the .farm

. resident labor force in 1976 was almost equally divrded
between employment in agnculture and embloyment In
nonagncultural pursults , ’

EMC H ’

;

Farm males also exhibited some differences in fabor forc;/

10 . / ‘ BV N

(]

\.

¢

There 1s some evidence that the propoR\on of the farm

restdent . labor force employe#l in nonagncuitural industries

. has nsen In bom of the Fnajor regiong of the countrysince

1970 However, southern farm residep(s are more likely to bg-
employed In nonfarm work than Are farmredidénts of the
combrned North and West. In 1976, 57 percent of employed
=~uthern farm residents worked in nonf'arm‘jobs,' out!ﬁ# the -
South; the proportion was” 45 percent This disparily s .
appare’htly associated with the relatrvgly large number of
low-income farms 1n the South, whose residents ‘sought
supplemental nonfari(rncome Prﬁrrpnary data _from -the

" latest Census of Agriculture {1974) reveal that Southern
States contaln two-fitths of all farms in the United States but °
nearly three-ffths of those with sales of less than $2,500 6

Employynent n nonagncultur‘!“ndu ries was more preva-

lent among farm females than among*arm males. 1n 1976
about out of 10 employed farm Aident women were en
gaged 1n nonagricultural pursuits, among farm resident males,
only 4 out of.10 were.so employed -

s e
/( Unermplpyment. The rate ot unempryment the propor-
/ ‘~uion of tHe cuwilian labor force currently without'a, job and
looking for work —was reIatwer to¥ 1n the farm population.
In 1976, 2.7 percent of the labor force living on farms was
unemployegd (table®8). The comiparable rate fbr the civilian .
noninstitutional population Tiving off farms was 8.2 percent
Within the fargn resident labor force, unemployment was---rre- 4
higher among Blacks thga among Whites, the rates of unem- -
ployment in 1976 for ‘!rexe two racial groups were 7 3 per-
cgnt and 2 4 percent, respectively (table 5)
this difference, the rape of farm ungmployment was below
that of the nonfarm population fof-each racial roup. For the
cviltan non|nst|tutronal population Iuvmg off farms the rates
"of unemployment averaged13 8 pkrcent for Blacks and 75 .
percent for thtes overthe period covered by the survey -

wever, despite *

The frequency of holding two or more jobs among per- ,
sons employed In agricultare 1s thought to contribute to
. lower unemployment among farm residems. In May 1976, /
over 800,000 mulaple jobholders one fifth o:éhe total, had/
at least one job In agrrCuttt!fe Most of this latt€r grodtp were
nonagnculturat wage and salary work/ers whyo opergted
own farms as a secondary iof Thus, farm operat0/§ wuth

. I;lual employment who lose their nonfarm ;cp arg/not con-
sidered as unemployed because of their conury/ed employ-
mentin farm work /

, ° ./ '

Class of worker, Of the 20 milhorT farm residents em-
ployed in-agriculture 1n 1976, 62 percer';yt were seif-eggployed*
and 19 peicent were employed in each of the remaining two
classes—wage and salary workers and unpaid fan'wlly workers
(table 6) Self-employment was,/the major class of work
among farm-persbns employed (n agriculture irrespective of)?

-, *U.S. Department\of Commerce, Bureau of the Census 1974

~  Census of Agriculture, Prelnmn;‘a):y Reports Washington, D.C¢ 1976

7U.S. Department of Labdr, Bureay of Labor Statistics, Multiple
Jobhoru.rﬂvray 19786, Speci Labor Fdree ﬁepon 194 1977.
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_ Figure3. Fafm Residents Employed in Agriculture and ¥
-Nonagricultural Industries,,19,61 t01976" +

) I . ’ j.v . 4 ' .
-~ .‘ ! ' ¢ o ' ' S ’ '
.. ' : - ~ \ y
& . ‘ . . . o
. - ) .
g ] > : \ Jo

- - v

- 'Percent Employed & = ] .
g ] . . L Y ' Y
' ¢ . . A . . ‘ :' i .l ‘ . - , —
. - _gAgriculture )
m //’ .i ‘ ¢ P
- . ‘.
. M . Al
- T, )
. L 2 . . —"--“——— ’ N . d
40. ’ T —;-"" i : - ‘
- . "?-—‘ = . . ‘. h ,
y ‘,—"‘ , \ Nonagncultural mdustnes-
- ’ . \ ‘ -1
, » . 1
. ' -
.-‘ “ —
- L ~ ) 7
0 ] M Nt ] 1 1. » L | | — 1 R
1960 - 1963 1966’ 1969 . 1972 1975 . 1978
*' COMPARABLE DATA NOTAVA/LABLE FQR YEARS PRIOR TO 1961 e o o

+
o

a PERCENT OF FARM RES/DENT LABOR FORCE. 14 YEARS OLD

.

L

AND OVER

° oy

5 3

. |
~ .

S

region of resrdence “However, there were srgmfrcant differ-
ences in the class of worker distribution by sex Self-
employment was the dominant c‘ass of work among farm
males (70 percent), while farm females were most often un-
paid family workers (63 percent) e '

A . difference 1n class o'f worker distribution was also
apparent by race. In 1976 self-employment was the ddhni-
nant class of work for 63 percent of White farf residents
employed 1n agriculture, whereas only 30 percent of Black .
farm residents were selfferr;ployed. This lower incidence of
self-employm.ent-(a category, that consists chiefly of farm
opgrators) reflects the crmparatlvely small number of farms
operated by Blacks. The Census of Agriculture indicates that
less than 5 percent of all U.S farms have a Bfack operator.

f )

indicated decline betwéen 1970 and 1976 1n the nufn-
. of farm residents employed in agricuiture occurred only
among self-employed workers_and unpard family workers
During this 6-year period, there was no significant decrease in
the number of farm resident. wage and- salary agricultural

workers. ’
in 1976 there were 1.9_milion persons living on Tarms
and worklng n nonagncultural mﬂustrles As n earlier years,

A ’

o

these farm. resident nonagncultural\ workers were predgmi-

nantty wage and gglary workers regardless of race, sex, or,

regian of residénce (table 7) l ’

. The total number of persons employed solely or primarity
in agriculture in the United States averaged 3.6 milhon n
1976 (table D). Of these?a hittle more than half {55 percent)
lived on farms, while the rematnder hived off farms and com-
muted to work. Although the data for 1976 and 1970 imply
a decrease of about 100,000 i total agricultural employ-
ment, the estimated dechine is not statistically significant..
Althouph there has been no significant change In the total
num of agricuitural workers, there has been an increase in
both the numbér and proportion of agrjcultutal workers with
a nonfarm residence. etween-#4870 and 1976 the number of |
nonfarm resident aﬂultural workers rose from 1.4 millibn
to 1.6 milion; and their proportion of the total Meeased
from 37 percent to 46 percent. This reflects the i ﬂcreasmg
trend among farm wageworkers to commute from nonfarm
resudences to their farm jobs. In 1976, about, three out of
evéry;four wage and salary agnicultural workers livéd otf
farms (see tables E and 6). In contrast, self- -employed and

" ungard family workers mn agridjlture continue to be mainly

farm residents. L 4
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Unlike.their farm counterparts, who, as diseusséd earher, ' famihés below the low-income level is 54 parcent, about 5%-
» ° _  show variations in the class of workWubut;o\by sex. and tirves as high as the natlctsnal average for -alt families and -

race, nohfarm resfdem agncu!turar wdrkgrs —arg.prumamy about ‘4% times &% hugh s th\at for Whlte*arm famllges_
“ * wage and salary workefs’ regard!ess of sex.or raoe‘ . '“f v N cnT
. ‘ w I ) REVlSlON OF FARM PpPULATJON R
Income. THe mediar ingoref farm famiies wass’rﬁms PROCESSING PROCEDURES  _ »/ -~ "
in 1975, substantially lower: ttﬁ‘ the $13,828 for ﬂfarn) ., .. © ) .
familieg (sablé F). Although this fe{!ﬂ&?ﬂﬂ §‘d0ﬁ nee-of . 'Februarv 1976, two changes weresmade i the Current ..
'- nearly - $3,000, .the gap 1s pniy two- ~thirds ?hefarm nonfarm Poputation Sdavey (CPS). procedtires for. determmlng farm-, .~
income differentia} that exlsted n 1970 Farm mednan famuly, : nonfarm residence of the rural pdpulation. The “first was s ’
o ncorge in° 1970 was $4,500 less, in terms of 1975 dollars, necessitated by the change ¢ the of?fq,al farm definition
i y than that of nonfarm families. 8ince 1970, thg median in/ announced in late 1975 lsee *'Defititions and Exp!anatu;ns
come of farm families has ingcreased t, while tbat Jin tmpbendrx) 8 The questions asked of respondents were ..
- . of nonfarm fafmhes has shown no sngm |cant change in rea| ' 5a|tered to enable_collection. of Blata under.the new defmmon «
' terms. . " as well as contlr'uatuon o# collection urider the prewous defi-. <"

. The contrast-between farm and nonfarm income levels 1s l. nition. (A detailed descripton of the 0Id and new quesnogs )
pamcularly sharp among Black famibes. Whrle Black ngn- . is provided ) the appendix.) Basically, the first chﬁnge In-

# farm median fafnily income was$9ﬂ04 in 1975, B|ack farm volved the addition of a greater numbér of farm saleg inter-
median family Income was only $4 857‘The latter figure also =

. vals. The second change entarled a refinement in .the pro:
- presents & stnkung contrast to.that -of White farm families s« cedlyre for imputing farm-nonfarm residence for hpuseholds“
. ($11,237), being only about twocfifths as larde. . et ,
. The proportion of farm families,who are be!“. ths‘cv - a ) L.

[}

|nco('ﬁ'§|evel (13.7 percent) is higher than that O'f n ‘farm ) "AN data presemed mthis report refer to thelprevvous farm, .
. famnh-og (9.5 percent) Among Blacks Jthe proportion o farm agefinition m use since April 1960 ) .

\K N ! .
- * ot ” 7 . R . - .
PN ‘ ’ ~ . . N ..
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Table D. Persons 14 Years Old and Over Employed in Agrlculture by Farm- Nonfarm Resndence .
and Sex: April 1976 and 1970 « . ¢ . ; ~ o
. - . (Numbers in thousands. Figufe} are fiv&quarter averages centeréd 0;1' Apr.il) s N )
mv Percent distribution - " . “
. Both sexes /Male ] Female - : —
+ Residence \r o s poth sexes - Male ¢ Female .
s . - . £ . . M ) . oy . '
| 1876 | 1978 { 1976 | 1970 1976 1970 | 1976 | 1970 | 19%6 | 1970 | 1976 | 1970
e p - -

) Total employed in _ ° - . . > . . - .

» agriculture.......cae. 1 13,5923,696| 2,94 3,945 651 | , 650 100.0 | 100-0 | 100.0 | 100.0¢}| 100.0 100.0 R
Farn residents..... U /| 1,960 2,333 | 1,618 | 1,902 | 362 31| s4.6| 63,1 55.0| 62.5 | 52.5} 66.3.
Nonfarm residents......coevons 1,633 | 1,363 1,323.] 1,143 | 310 | 220 | 45.5 [ 36.9| 45.0 [ 37.5| 47.6 |~ 93.8"

< vy L Y A K] -
. . < R 0 ; ‘Q
< N o N ‘ { - . - . N ‘ ' ]
) Table E. Nonfarm Resldents 14 Years Old and Over Employed in Agrlculture s
- £ -, s
by Class of Worker anﬂ Sex: April, 1976 and 1970 --. S
- v, ' :
(Numbers in 'thousdi\ds Figures are five-quarter avérages centered on_ April) .
R ) e ) ) A . Percent distrihution. © ¥ .
- o .\ Both sexes Male Fempale —r - —
Class of worker ) ~ . |- N Both sexes . Male Pemale ~ .
. 1976 | 1970 [ 1976 | 1930 | 1976 | 1970' | 1976 | 1970 | 1976 1970 | 1976 1970,
K .
‘ , ) . ‘ N * . . 0y -
Total ggricultural - : - - . * .
. WOrkers, ...o.caeoevvoes 1,633 11,363 11,323 1,}43 1 -310 220 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0
Self-emplqyed workers......... 48| 626 |  436] 396| . 45| 28| 29.5| 31.1| 33.0 94.6 [ 16.5| 12.7 -
. Vage and ‘salary workérs...,... | 1,092 872 863 | ,719 228 ,15'6 66.9 | 64.0] 65.2 | _62.9 73.5 69.5 P
Unpaid femily worlrs......... 59| e6| L26| 27| 350 "39| 36| w.8[ 18| 24| 11.3| "1A7
- @ ! . ) . ' ~ 't . v .. v * ) P , '
. - Wt . i
L ' . - s - . . [
"'f. . S : "’ 12 " - . o ' oot
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an_effart {o reduce the nons'amphng errorin.

Were ‘made 1
the estimates {i.e., certamn gesponse, enumeration, and pro-
cessing-errors). The differences ‘which resuit from the—addl
tion of a greater number 'of sales intervals and the changed *
1‘ * imputation procedure are due entlrely j{¢] changes in»the
rpagmtdde pt nonsamphng eryor. associated with the statis-
tics. The aev!,sed procedure is descnbed below-
«

<Q

.
T3

. Change m‘imputatlon prooedure In thé\late 1960, the e
Cet?;sus Bureau implemented a simple imputafion system to
prolnde mlssmg responses for thqse households farllng to
_answer the. acreage, and farm salés questions: used- to deter-
mme farm-nonfarm respen‘t:e rn-'the CPS. The smputation
approad‘\ assigns to'-a sample Hougehold with missing re-
v - sponses .t \he informatiop froma, s:mllar sample household

that dud respo,‘nd to the questrons Thus, during the proces-
sing of the’ househn‘ld records any rural ho’usehold with a
missing response to erther.or b0th of the residence questrons
was. assigned the residence classification (farm or nonfarm) of
the last ‘'good” ruratﬁl_\omehold e, the ast pro"essed
record with answe>s ré"ported for both® resldence items.

) The revrse&QES rmputatron system for thsmg acreage
‘%rm sales informatiory follows the same, general-proced-
ure: g&ﬁﬁference anse's"'only when’an answer*is reported far
‘ one of the resitlence 4te_ms tacreage or sales) while the other
1s left blank- In such a situgtion, the new procedure makes
use of, thg reported 1tem by impyting the missing response  *
fro last “good’’ rural record with a similar respdnse on
" the reportad item Farm or gonfarm residence under the'ofd
farm defmmon ¥ then determined, on the basis of the re- "

) farm“deflmt;on residence ts,determined on

ported resldence item and the lmputed item. Under the new »
t)we basis of the -
reported,’or implted, farm sales 1tem only: I
The foliowmg i1s a -simplified iltustration "of how lhe re-
fined imputation system provrdes arr estlmate of acreage or
farm sales fpof a housetfold not respondvng to the specrflc

questions on the C‘F(S questionnagwe:

. A rurgl household reports that the place |t owns or -

rents has 10 acres or more but’ does ‘not provrde the

. CPS inte igiver with mformatron on farm sales. The
lmputa on system Is deSlgned to seek out the last fural

\ ge of 10 acres or more’

ported salog were in the
ple, that value is- ﬁhen
assigned ang e housghold with'a missing response 1s -
classrfled asru al farm under ‘the old definstion.-- |

-

- ‘Ef?ect of the revisions. Expernence has shown that when

- néw procedures.are mtroduced into a data processirig system,

mustbeexpected THerefore, the
rmine the effects, If any, the new,

some changes 10 the resu
data were examined'to d

- question design and |mputatron systgm had on the level,

geographic distribution, and characterrstlcs,of the farm~popu -

lation The analysis indicated that although the level of
population wa ffected by the revusnons its_demogr

chadectenstics . ..e not significantly cltered. -

' Although It was not, possible to separate the effects df the
rew!e&ﬁ'nputatuon procedure from the,new question design,
the cor\gﬁmed effect of these two procedural*chan‘ges,could
be approxrr;nated It was estymdted that 13Q,000 of the
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: * Table F. _Income Characferlstlcs of Farm ajd Nonfarm amllles, by Race: 1975
' s ~ : (T‘uiliesu?s of March 1976) ¥ e s
- ’ All races P E \.White,' “ | “.Black and other races -
g Characteristics : . o . -
. . .. "1 Total Farm | Nonfarm | Total Farm | Nonfarm | Total | -Farm | Nonfarm
. . - — = - ; g - T
* Total families..'....tMBusands.. | 56,245 |. 2,200 | 54,045 | 49,873 2,105 | 47,788 | 3,3‘1 95 6,277
. . - »
Families by 1975 income......... 00,0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 * 100.0| 100.0(° 10b,84 100.0 100.0
Less than $4,000 or loss..... Y8.07 .14.8 7.7| . 6.6 35| 6.3 1% .2 ¢ 183
$4,000 to $9,999....... teaodn 25.3 31,7 | - 25.0f.. 24.1] .31.4 23.7| " 36.7|' 36.8 3.7
3 $10,000 to $14,999...%.. 5.0, 2.3 19.9 22.4 22.6| '20.5 22:7 20,2 6.3 ¢ 20.4 ‘
T, $15,000 to $194999.. . iianiene 188 13.6 | 49.0 19.5 14.0 19.7 13.3 5.3 13.%
$20,000 gnd oV, foc.eaZloan. }5.7 20.0 53| 273 205 . 278 13.2 7.4 13.3
“ = L _ ! LY
jan family income’ : : Co ‘ | . s ,
(1975 dgjlars): ¢ ‘ , ' ) o )
19757 80 sesecenscnnnnnrsannens 513,719 | $10,845,] $13,829 | $14,268 | $11,237 | $14,391 |, $9,321 | 34,857 |. $9,404
1976useed s featonseransennannns 14,081 | 11,582 | 14,179 | 14,6341 11,903 | 14,7537 9,364| 6,003 9,433
1973ccecnenns Cpeensesineeens 14,595 | 12,167 | 14,719 | 15,256 | 12,570 | 15,391} 9,200, 5,536 |- 9,301 ,
. 1972....... R SR 14,300 | 11,389 | 14,447 | 14,858 | 11,722 | 15,025 |. 9,142} 5,49 9,230 -
1971ccanans ereeseeneanneen a..| 13,668 9,561 | 13,868 | 14,182 9,851 ) 14,398 | 8,922 _4,92L 9,053, °
¢ 970 e | 13,676 | 9,393 |, 13,876 | 14,189 | 9,730 | 14,405} 9,032 ¥4,2718° 9,192"\
‘ * percent of fapilies).........e. . 106.0| 100.0.] 100.0| 100.0{ 100.0 [ 100.0| 100.0}| 100.0 10 ’
Below low-income level. e 9.7 13.7 - 9.5, 1.7 11.9 |* <7.5 . 25.3 . 33.7 ). 24,9, .
\ Above low-income }evel, ........ 90.3 86.3 90.5| »92.3¢ .88.1 92.5 74.7 1 : 646.3 7500
PN 'l .
. §ourqe: Data relateé to 1ncome 4n 1975 from March 1976 Current Popula'gic;n Surw'ay Erom Current ‘Population ‘4
! mt_‘, Seri®s P-60, No. 103,." Momey Income and Pbverty Status of Families and Persons, in the Ufited States: . )
\l)‘ 975 and 197‘4 Revisions® (Advance ?!eport) and Series P-60, Nog. 10l<and 102, and unpublished data. .




811,000 decline-in "farsmi population from 1975 to 1976 may
be mrlbuted to the new procedures. A comparative angalysis
of’data before and after introduction of the new procedure; :
revetled some variation but no sugmflcan.t differencé in the
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] regnonal dtstnbunon age, race, sex, of; :employment charac-
¥ .. teristics of the farm population, - .
P ) . i ) v . .- .
‘ RELATED mseonrs .
-" Corﬁbuable hgures for 19’76 appear i Farm Populatlon
" Series Censys- ERS1R27), No 47, and earlier reports were ,
A pybhghﬁannufaﬁlly begipning in 1961. _ .
N |
N - 4 -
s & T -
. . e \:\,\_ . ) - 2
b } Ly .
', N ‘ . v o
. " - " ; . e
S
i .
*
2 .
o :
2
* - - g ’ ]
» ‘” ) ' LI ‘ .
" ) ¥
. e, .
‘f;,»".. v N
s .
. .
1 =
l, . - -
\j_ P an-d o 13
. ’ - M
- ) ~
L. - * - <

‘- : \

& .

. ‘ * .

-
Begirmir\g with 1972, the data are not strictly comparable
with data for earfier years because of adjustments in sample
deslgn and survey procedures occasioned by 1970 censhs'
data Héwever, the effect on comparability tvith pnor data is
rot cansidered syfficient to warrant revisionstgf earher statis-
ms Applicatiorr of 1972 procedures to data for March 1970

erdd the farm population 14 \Qears old and over by alyout

5,000.

Ajthough not fully gomparable with CPS, farm population
figures for 1970 for the United States, States, and counties
appear in chapter C of 1970 Census of Population, Volume |,
Characteristics of the Population; charactenstics of the farm
population by States are presented in chagpter D.

".
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. ' Table 1 FARM POPULATION, BY RACE AND SEX, FOR BROAD AGE.GROUPS' S
. k . APRIL 1976 AND 1970 , . .
‘ >~ , - .
L. ’ ' ) {Numbers in thousands, Pigures are' five-quarter averages Gentered on Aprns e ' S, b
A ” - N - @ Percent distribution ~ R
$ ! . | Both sexes lnle( Female -
Age and race . Both sexes Male Female
o W i ‘ 1976 | 1970 | 1976 | 1970 | "19% | 1970 | 1976 | 1970 | 1976 } 1970| 1976 [ 1970 °
] — .
[, Total..esses.eeesee { 8,253 | 9,712 4,305 | 5,004 |8,947 | 4,708.| 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0| 100.0
] 1 - * . . »
\ White..uueeeereeerenanans 7’:711 8,775 4,026 , 4,524 | 3,685 | 4,251 93.4 90.4 93.5] 90.4 93.3 90,3
Black and other races.... 541 938 279 " 480 262 458 5.6 9.7 6.5 9.6 6.6 9.7
/ * . '

/5 v Uner 14 Years....... | 1,676 | 2,490 878 | 1,274 797 ‘1,216 100.0 { 100.0  100.0 | .100.Q.! 100.0 100,0
Whiteo..oaerecenanavasana | 1,541 2,152 812} 1,10 }» 729 | 1,051 91.9 86.4 92,54~ #9644 91.5 86.4
Bl&ck“ﬁ(;gther races.... 134 338 66' 173 68 165 8.0 13.6 7.5 13.6' 8.5 13.6

14 years and over.... | 6,577| 7,222 | 3,427 3,730 | 3,150 | 3,492 | 100.0{ 100.0| 200.0 | 100.0| 100 100.0 .
* 'hite.................... -6,170] 6,623 | 3,214} 3,423 | 2,956 | 3,200 93.8 91.7 93.8 91.8 93, 91.6
Black and ot‘her rates.... 407 600 213 307 |* 194 + 293 6.2 8.3 1 8.2 8.2} " 6.2 B,I: -
: . - e i ) .
L. N vy o ‘ . > L.
~ ® - = )
- - « O .
-t - - [ b
. ~ - . .
v - h . -
. \ : .
. ."‘r‘;r H ~ L
& T . . - - - ) .
., ) . ¢ . . . [
- . * . -
. R , . ., - . } u‘ ‘;,
» . . ‘. - ]
- - b £y ! / ,
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. Table 2. FARM P'OPULATION BY AGE AND SEX: APRIL 1976 AND 1970
' ’ (Numbers in thousands. Figures are five-quarter averages centered on April) ’
e - ' [ " T4 LY
. Percent distribution
- Both sexes Male Female v ]
Age . - Both sexes ‘. Male” Pemale
» - -
) A
- 1976 1970 1976 1970 4* 1976 1970 1976 1970 1976 1970 1976’ 197
14
.'\:‘a . >
All ages...........| 8,253 | 9,712¢ 4,305 |°5,004 | 3,947 [ 4,208 { 100.0 | 100]0| 100.0 | 100.0| 100.0| 100.0
Under 14 years........... | 1,676 | 2,490 . 8781 1,274 97 1,216 20.3 2576 20.4 25.5 20,2 25.8
14 years and over........ | 6,577 | 7,222 3,427 3,730 | 3,150 |. 3,492 79.7 74.4 79.6 74,5 79.8 74,2
14 to 19 years,..,..... | 1,193 | 1,316 651 714 542 602 la.3 13.6 15.1 14.3 13.7-\ 12.8
" 20 to 24 years......... 531 |* 502 , 299 269 233 | | 232 6.4 5.2 6.9 "5.4 5.9 4.9
25 to 34 years........, 755 770 396 371 |{* 359 399 9.1 7.9 9.2 7.4 9.1 8.5
35 to &4 ,years......... 912 | 1,061 439 .518 473 543 11.1 10.9 10.2 |, 10.4 | =12.0 11,5,
45 to 54 years......... | 1,127, 1,250 579 618 547 631 13.7 12,9 13.4 12.4 13.9 13.4_;
/ . 55 to 64 years..,,..... | 1,070 | 1,202 559 641 | . 511 561 13.0|. 12.4 13.0 12,8 12.9 11,9
: . 65 years and over....,. 989 | 1,122 503 599 4 523 12,0 11.6 11.7 12,0 12,3 {. 11.]7
. . O 0 7
.. s
-~ z - . \/’ ' °Y
. ) "
» - s
) . 5 .
: . ’ - . .
v ) .
3
e /v(a/wL 15 ' ‘ - ’
,M. . ) . 1 .
- 4
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L Table 3 CHARACTERISTICS OF FARM AND NONFARM FAMILIES BY RACE 1976

(For meaning of synbols, see “text)

g O A v

-

hold and ‘Family Qpracteristics March’1976." See tables A-1, A-2, and

s

-3 for standard errors.

3 e . N » All races White , Black and other races
L S Chu‘acteristic N : : v 5 -—
) ‘»&:1 . ,‘3 . Total | ~ “PFarm | Nonfarm Total Farm | Nonfarm Total Farm | Nonfarm
e < e
‘Z«:Q‘ - 3 o v .
. T Tota .thousands.. | 56,245 | _2,200 | 54,045 | 49,873 | 2,105 | 47,768 | 6,372 95 6,277
. »thousands. . 37,801 416 § 37,386 | 32,848 403 | 32,446 4,953 13 4,940
- POYCENt.oy. corerooncrosoossec@aceone 67.2 18.9 " 69.2 65.9 19.1° 67.9 77.7 13.7 w8.7 .
'Nonleg'g’opol’itan.a!.....,...thousands.. - 18,443 1,784 | 16,659 ] 17,025 1,702 15,323 | | 1,438 . B2 1,336
PORCORAL. v envrcrcnniocecsPihachesees 32.8 - 81.1 - 30.8 34,1 80.9 32.1 22.3 86.3 21.3
; - . - ’
. . - f Y - . . .
All typ_és............h.................. 100.0 10040 100.0 100.0 100.0 100‘0 100.0 100.0 100.0
. . BUSDANA-WITorernnnequrenorenuseeeness | 8417 92.2| 83.8| 86.8| 92.8| 86.6| 6l.ap 7897  62.6
5™ Male head, no wife present............ el 35 2.5 2.6 3.2) . 2.3 4.1 10.5 o4O
X ~“Female head, no husband present..\.,.. 1.7 4.3 13,32 10.8[  4.0] 111 33.0 10.5 33.3
‘ - o 1. £y i
All- sues‘ 100.0! 100.07 100.0| M00.0| 100.0} 100.0( 100,0| 1000 100.0 *
j 2 perlons..........................!.. 33.8 37.9 37.8 38,8 38,7 38.8 | 130.6 22,1. 30,7
, Jto5 persons.c...4.................., 52.8 50.4 52.9 52.9" % 50.5 53.0 51,8 48.4 |, 51,9
6 9T mdre per;sons.......'...,.......... b 11.6 ‘9.3 8.3 '?'r'lQ.”B 8.2 17.6 28.4 17.4
. - ' ¢’ ' . ;
Megn size of fnnily,.....v.............. 3.39 3.491 , 3.39 3.32 3,44 3,37 1 3:92 4,56 + 8,91
All families with own ch, iren unggr 18, 30,177 1,032 2?,146 kZIQ & 985 25,229, 3,963 (] 3,917
: Pergqent with-- . % . v f ) L[]
‘ . 1 or 2 own chjldren under 18....000. 70.8 56.9 A.0 72, « 68.0 72,2 63.2 (B) 63.3
. 3 or 4 own children under 18..0lcees 24.&\ 2¥,8 24,6 24,2 22.9 24,2 27.1 .(BY 26,9 -,
5 ~> p or #o¥e own children under 18..... 4.0 9.1.4 4.4 3.8 9.0 3.6 9.7 (B) 9.7
~ . [ ‘ -
. " 'Mean nugber of own children.)........... 2.04 2.19 2.04 2.00 2.17 1.99 2:34 (B) 2,33
v ! .
Percent of all families with members-- ° ! * - ' !
s Under~ 18 years.eee,e.fvareecedeoccnnss 55.8 49.0 56 1 54,1 L 48.34 56.3 ‘69,1 65.3 69.1
. 18 £0 64 YEALS.sessenrsreensenaaerenes |+ 92.4| 899 (92,5 92,0 89.8 92,1 95.5 91.6 95.6
'?:.m 65 yearsﬁ;nd OVEF . scvesooocssvrscsssres 1”7 24.4 17.4 18.0 23.8 17.71-- 15,2 36.8 14.9
’ Source: ‘Data from March 1976. Current Populat:l.on Survey,™ See Current Population R-eports, Serles Pn'ZO, .No. 311, "House-

.
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Table 4. EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF THE FARM POPULATION 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER, BY SEX,
APRIL 1976 AND, 1970, AND BY REGION. APRIL 1976 . ‘

’ &

¢Numbers 1n thousands. Figures are five-quarter centered on April)

¢

. £l
¢ .Percent .distribution

North
. . : United States and ,
Sex and employment status West “United States

North and
West

.

k 1976 ; 1976 1970 1976
. . %

- -
BOLH® SEXOB, « v vsseeennanersssossosnsssons , 4,084 , 100.0 | 100.0° 100.0

I 18DOT £OTCO. a e epsronsessscorenasnssossassss 2,526 60.5 53.4 61.9

.. Not. in 1abOr HOTCE..csecvosscssorvcsomescnercen . . 1,557 4 38.1

!
»

ID 18DOT £OTCE. +evseevornrrosessnasnssssssessel -3y , 2,526 , . 100.0 100.0
e L T ) . 2,468 3. 982 . 97.7
AGriculture....cocoseoprorcemsccccrcorcccens N 1,356 54,3 53,7
Nonagricultural industries....cecceecececcs 1,113 43,7 44,1
.Unenployed.................ﬁg................ 58 A1 . [ 2.3
Iale....;...........................1...... y 03,7 2,150 y . 100.0
18DOT OTGR oot evaessrosssonssssssrasrossocs , . 1,756 | 81.7
Not ip 1abOT fOTCE..u 'eeseerionnessssrsonasens - 393 18,3
Ed E ' N '

IN 18DOT fOTCE,cceecensaovoogeossoosccoccasagee y . 1,756 . 100.0
Employed..oeeoserscoecer vedeseversaseren : 1,730 _ 98,5
Agriculture.a.............................a , , 1,116 . 63.6
Nonagricultural industries...ceeeicecnssonce 614 35.0

Unemployed. s eeeeeeesstonsmurnscsoreneenstioee 26 . . 1.5

PO s

. FEMRle..cev.vescocscssesssrescsisssranansans . . 1,934 , . . 100.0

<IN 12bOT FOTCE..eevrnzoasoormonsosassnacanters y 770 7. 39.8

Not'in 1ahOT fOTCE..rereeenoscvvssasasnsersreny , ' 2, T 1,164 . ‘62, 60.2
. KEN . 4 . .

£ 18DOT POTCE. reesessressasssssessoesssosnonss , y 770 . . .100;0
EBPIOYOM. 1 eoenrstaesrennocansotcennsrrsesnce , 192 y 738 . . - 95.8
'Agrieulture................................ 240 . 31.2

_ Nonagricpltural industries......ccecccceces A 498 64,7
UNempPloyed, oecesrsooossanssrnsonossneroonocs 32 g . . 4,2

. -

“

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Table 5. E*(OYMENT STATUS OF THE FARM POPULATION YEARS OLD AND OVER,
) » BY RACE, SEX, AND F REGION: ,APRIL(1976

-
(Numbers in thousands, Figuressare five-qﬁarter averages centered on April. For meaning of symbols, see te'xt)

i ' , . - -, Percent distribution

Labor ' 8 d ‘
- force, statu 1 Face, and sex United | North and United | North and

\ States- ‘West States West

~

WHITE

BOtH BOXC8.1eeunernnnernnnronensnnnnennones
In 18bOF £0rCe.ccceeirrnrsssssencccannceceociinns
Yot 1abor fOrCe. i virreorecrcrenascnnscosanas
In lnbo!;'torce............., PR L R R
xihloyed...................,..........,........
AGricultUre. . veeiieeluierrneeede®oonncnnnconns
Nonagricultural industries........ceeeceneos.
Unemploye..coueuerieiiaenenennoresissnnnancans
.

. L

In 18bOX £0FCe. ueliseeetoresseccencnncncnnnpans
Nog In labor fOrce..cieeeiieeereesetnnencaontonns

I E8BOE £OTCE .. euaresornernnsnnrasnsnnnennennns
Employed.....‘...........a......................
. Agziculture..'....6...........: cedeciccnccncns

Nonagricuitural indugtries,.. ..le....0vves..”
- UnempPloyed. ceeeeieieirtioreecccoiriorenceoness
» .

l

4 Female...,eevnueienieitinnennnnannenennnnny .

In 1abor force....cueieieteermeecnecnecesnsatones fo
. Net in labor torce................y’..........

In labor {orce,....................‘..............
Azri{:ulture........_................:.........
Nonagricul'tural 1ndUStries...c.ueinenann.ns,

Unemplo;"ed.........‘.....'........................
L

- . . » N
BLACK AND .OTHER RACES ) S

‘ ¥ s .

Both sexes.-............................... o
In\&%..., soncerdecerneccccroccrneds
Not in Jabory GTEE"Q...,

In-laborgtorce..............................:.....
Bmployad....................................i..

®
Azr#éulture..............:....................
iﬂomgricul‘tural 1ndustries.. fie.eeeemeneaoy.
rldyed.....)...............................'

! . "

) lale,.

In 1gpdr torce.....,................?............
Not Ml&box‘ torce.....-....-’.'.'.T......,......... .

in Iaﬁorﬁorbe............‘...............,.-......
Enpaoyed.
xgriculture.....«?...........f..ﬂ. tesseccsw

3 agricultural in dUBtries..cooveveecteerson.,
Un,mployed....’........................,........4

e .

T T

In Isbor to!‘ce.........l.......‘_.................
Not dn labor force...............,....f...‘........

L3

in tabor torce........................‘...........
E#ployed...seesdonee tesescmnitttitigesaaye

‘Apriculture.....‘...................... eeole
'Nonlgricultural 1ndust:1es....-........§s

w:enpldyed.....................................




. Table 6. FARM RESIDENTS 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER EMPLO E RICULTU

05 WORKER, RACE, AND SEX, APRIL 1976 AND 1970, AND\BY REGION: APRI

0 N

RE BY CLASS
1976

‘e
(Mumbers in thousands: Pigures are five-quartér averages centered on April. meaning of symbols, gee text)
. I . 2
A ’ " ' L. X ! . RIS \ Percent d,istribution .
- ° ! - ‘ North . . — -
e, - N and ¢ . North and } .
1 { worker , N
. Race, fex, und clags © ' United St 1 West South . }u( ted States’ West South off °
., om b 1976 1970~ 197 1976 | 1976 1970 w6 | N 197 -
i A - . ! w
TURAL WORKERS . ¢ ! . r i e 1 -
- ' 3 ) ) “e .
N 0/ 80XE8. o oeueteeeneeaie [, 1,360 1 70027333 1,356 | *604 | + 100.0 _100.0 100.0 100.0
t-emp)fyed workers..sve.reose. 1,30 1,411 ‘Mf- 369 < 61.7 60,5 |* 62.0 61.1
. SAlary workers...,..... 379 3951, , 234 | 145, 19.3 16.9 i7. 24.0
d family workers............ 370 1- 4 526 - 281 89 18.9 22.5| @ 20,74 14.7.
. . ME10. s vvvenoeontonstonnenanas | 1,618 1,902 1,116 1p0:0 | " 1000 1000
Sh‘f—enployed workerd. r....&,_... L 1,134 41,353, 7.934 J1.1 7t 67.9 ¢
", Wage and saliry workers.... ...y " ¢ 830k g 349 - 204 18.3 Y 18.3 5.1,
; Unpasd, Lapily vorkevs........s.-. . .153 |7, 200 W*118 10,5 - +10.6 | *. 7.0
N » L t Y * iy ' N 4
* unxe............‘..,...,.;... .,3a2.'; N\ 43t T, 100.0 100.0 100.9
- ¢ ‘Belf-gmployed workers.....§%.cee | LT s 59 , 149 13:71 ) 20.4 . %5
. *Wage and *salary vorkaa.......... . B9 |, ,» 48|, .30 10,7« +-+ 1255 <18.%
L Unpaid Pamily workerSw......eioes |+ 216 3267, « b2 W56 4 . (675 | \\ 52.9 ¥
. . . .- Ce ' X M ' N .
. 'HITE, . : ~. Ll A ." v . . |
» ! A * 3 ‘
L ~ i - 3 e MR '
- * Both SeXes..v.e..esleecnssd 1,865 . #2,158 1361 100,0 |*  100.0 {*~  100.0
Self-employed vquers............ ro, 1,¥82 ) - 1,358% ¢ 836 62,9 ,62.3 6.0 .
Wage and -Balary workerS...eeeeess |, °+330 ¢ 29% o 223 13.9 16..8 20,0
. Unpatd tamily workers..oioiieripl [ 0 53 | . 501 |, 280 23,2 <20.94* ° 13.9
‘ . . RV . , * Towe . <
. - Male.soysehuoensionstbunagee | 0% 1353900 0 1,762 1,103 *100.0f _ 100.9 100.0
, Self-employgf workers.....,.:.... ‘1,106 |© ..1,3 L 74.Q | 1.4 73.2
5> | Wage and salary workeys.......... +288 L 2Thi %y o 19 13, 17.9, 20.9
- ‘%* Unpaid family. WOTKET B e veveoonnnsat ';.:" 144 87~ o« 118 10.6 10.7¢ 6.0
R — o ) . . t. - .
FCRALE. ennmnreneeeoeresedaeat], T 327 . 396 7239 100.0 160.0 1000 °
o+~ ¢ " Self{-employed workers......t.,,...' 76 |- 54 y 49 13.6 20.5 ¢ 30.7
.~ Wage hnd, spiaty wot;);ers...x...... . Loe2 . 28 28 . 7.1 11.7 15.9
\, : UnpaLd f@mily workgrs.......‘...., L 209 g 36| - 162 79.3 67.8 | - 53.4
LY -~ S e . . * . - .
Y. aummmm\cm .o ’ o f
.- - . 7 R Y O R . » .
© 0 DOUM HEXEB..eerionqueseen VX NS VLN N U 100.0 -(B) * 100.0
e Self-employed WOTKETB, eoeevesieon v, 28 s +53y L. S 30.3 (B) 28.8
‘ " Wage “andl "salary WOTKeTs,..oeernse - R , 97 , 8 . 55.?’ . B) 51.2 =
. Unpaid family WOTKErs........ce.. 1B =2 - 2 T 14.3 (B) 20,0
- TS U UTUUE TR IRy [ EEEAND V7. B BN ¥ | *"100.0 ®| . ®
9f12-employed Workers....oo.ormae |, 27 vl Y y 34.3 B | (B)
Wige and salary B S - T L f a2 <79 “, 7] 56.4% (B) (B)
Unpaid family workers....iceecoes 10 |+ 134y a 9.3 ¥ B) , (B)
. . * ! v | s ', to N . N
) emale. v euetsenenasansetnis 15 |, T35 --2, (8) (8) L - ®
' 8elt-employed workers............ h 1 . & = , (B) (B) .
* . Wage and salary ‘workers.., LA 7 | 18 : .T (8Y . (B (B)
Unpaid fmuy vnruofgs............- -81 ° s~ 12 1 (B) «3) 2 (B)
/ 3 v 1= - = - o
e . ) Y, (¥ . , R -
: - ‘@!aﬁ L : .
) ,
14

E
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_ Table 7. FARM RESIDENTS 14 YEARS OLD AND OVER EMPLOYED IN NONAGRICULTURAL
INDUSTRIES, BY CLASS-OF WORKER, RACE, AND SEX, FOR REGIONS: APRIL 1976 . =
’ & : N * . . . “”. .
5 (Numbers in thousands. Figurgb are five-quarter,averages centered on April. _For meaning ‘of symbols, see text) *
. v ol N f; Percent distribution .
4 —r v
~Race. T and class Of"orké‘/;\ . Uaited | North and |- United | Nofth and .
. . ; . . o, States West . South States s VYest South  * .
a' C . . O . i 4‘; ,j » :
TOTAL NONAGRICULTURAL WORKERS ) i b . , .
~ . ¢ . - o . s sy
K Both sexes.i...0000000.00 PERT TR [ 1,912 1,113 799 4 100.0 ; 100.0 100.0’ ’

\ Self-employed workers:......... L S 183 98 . 85 9.6 ) 8.8 10.6 .
Wage and Salary workers.............ee..... PO 1,707 1,004 | ©  ~°703 89.3 90.2 | . 88.0
Unpaid family workers........... F PN reeeeeaaat 22 10 12 1.2 9| 1.5 .

Rate.oooii LI e e 1,060 614 | " 446 ©160.0| ° 100.0 100.00 ¢ . .
Self-employed, WOrKerS. . ... veeeeenernrennnnesene. 129 D 69 60 12.2 11.2 1>.5

+  Wage and salary workers........... beeaeaas | W . 928 - 544 © 384 87.5 88.6 86.1

. Unpaid, fagily: workdrs............. e eeaa. PP 3 1 2 © .3 X A

. a%%) ® » » - R \ Id < ' ¥
Fedple® .. 1. . o .v il e ‘851 | . 498 . 353 100.0| - '100.0| - 100.0
‘ Self-employed WPTKers....i.ey. . vrevrneneanann., . 53 28 25 . 6.2 5.6 7.1 T
Wage and salary \workers. .. e e et 779 460 319 91.5 93.4 90.4,
‘Unpaid family workers. ..., ......c.o.... [ 19 ] 9 2.2 2.0 . 2.5
. . - . '
WBITE 5 . . - o .
' ~ . - RN » - J °
. Both sexes........... e .. 1,803 |* 1,107 « 66| " -100.0| "™ :'100.0 100.0

. Self-employed workers......... e Beeterannoanns ’, 177 ¢ 97 L 8Q . 9.8 8.8 «11.5 s
Wage and salary workers............lee...ioon..... 1,604 999 6@ |- 89.0 | 90.2 86.9 '
Unpaid family workers..z........% ... ... .. ..., 21 10 11 T2 9 1.6

vale....... e e 1,006 "610 . 39| 100.0 100.0- 1090 "
Self-employed WOTKer§.....oeeuernremieeinrennanass 24 69 1 55 * 12.3 11.3 1379

{ W_agesylary WOTKET S v vvvvanoonna, Seeeeannn P 878 540, . 338 87.3 + 88.58 ‘85, 4 .

Unpai@™family workers..........oouvereuunnnnnnanns 3 N 1 . 2 .3 r 2 ]+ .5
. ra Al ] -.

. Female...... N e coms| Y e Svo301 100%0 100.0° 100.0 .
Self-employed workers.............. 53 28 .25 ' v 6,6 5.6 | , , 8.3 o
Wage and salary workers.. .. 726 459 R 267 910 92.4 88.7
Unpaid family workers.......oqieeevenunn. Poronoonnn 18 9 9 2.3 1.8 3.0

- » - M \0 N )
BLACK AND OTHER RACES , .o ' . . N .

- . . , R 3\:5:!‘@ : '0 .

BOth MEXeS.. ottt it iiirniinnneennnrens 108 , 5 * 10 100.0 (B) + 100.0
Self-employed WOrkerS..eeve e eenneenannenn.. . ' 5 - j 4.6 (R) 4.9 -
Wage and salary worke¥s....v..e....ooo.. .. REREEEE 103 5 : 8 95:4 (B) 95.1
Unpaidsfamily wOorkers.:..q....oo.evoveu... verns - - .- - (B) '

[ . . . .
Male.yenononeennn. e PP . 55 4 - +51 ®), (B) 3 .
Self-employed, workers.......... e iear e, 51 - 5 (B) |, (B) (B)
Wage ang salary workers........ et pee 50 4 46 (B) fB) (B) .
,JUnpaid family wQrkers..............oeennnn. PR - Coe - (B) ' (B) 7 (B) | :
“ - . . o oo . . . 1 . \

_ Female.................. G e 567 . ‘2 52 |+ , (B (B + (B)
Self-employed workers.,.., B - - - (B) ‘ (B) . (B)
¥age and salary workers........ & ...% ..c.uuneun.. 53 . 52 " (B) (B) (B) :

') Unpaid fdmily workers............. e . - | - ( - . (B) (B) (B)
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Appendlx '

DEFINlTIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

) Popuhtt‘n coverag)Nnh the exception of thé\\taLpop
utatnon shown in table.A, all flgure's in this report retate to
the cthlan noninstrtutional populatloh The total populatlon
showh iri table B (210,332,000) differs from the estlmated—
April 1, 1976 total civilian populatiorr {242,611,000) chi

in excluding the iéstitutional’ population: For the Current
Population Survey, both thé Institutional and il itary ‘com-

ponents of the population are regarded as entirety nonfarm,_

‘Farm .populftion. in the Current Population Survey, as in
..  the 1960 and 1970 Censuses of Popu|at|qn the farm popula-
‘tron tonsists o\‘ all persons hiving 1n ru.ral territory on places
» of 10 or moré., acres if as muchvas $50 worﬂw of agrrcuttural
+ products were sold, from the’ place in the reéporting year (for
the CPS the/precedmg 12 months). It also includes those
living on pfaces of under 10 acrgs if as much as $250 worth
of agrut:ultural preducts were sold ¥rom the place i the re-
pomng year. Persons In*Institutions, summer camps, motels,
.3 and tourist camps, and those fivihgon rente& places where no
lant is_used for farming, are, classified as nenfarm
From April. 1560 throuw January 1976, farm resldence
.was determiged in the Current Population Survey by the
, fesponses to two guestions. Owners are asked, "‘Does this
plage have 10 or mare acres?” andl renters are asked, “"Does

the place you rent have 10 or‘re acres?’’ if the response 1s *

“Yes,"” the respondent is asked ”Durlng the pas’t 12 months,

did sales of crops, hvestock, and other farm proid»::ts from

this place amount to $50 or more?"( If the acreage Pesponse 1s
“No,” the inquiry relates to sates of 3256 or mare

. Beglnnlng n February 1976, the” second question was

- altered so that after’ responding either either ""Yes" or “No’ to the

acreage 1nqu|ry,_owners/renters are asked “During the past

f 12 months, how much did sales of crpps, livéstock and other

farm products from this place amount to?" The respondents

. are.gwen achorce of four answers *'$1,000 or more,” ""$25Q
Y 10 $999,” “$50 to $249," and “Under $50 * .

.The question was changed to enable udentmcatuon of the
_farm popelation as defined prevmgsly (see above) 3N® as
defined under the #ew farm definition annouficed by the
uU.S. Department of AgncuMure°and the Bureau of thé Cen-
sus in August 1975 Under the new detmstion, a farm is
identified on the basis of sales alone, and is defir ed as any
'place from which $1,000 or more of agricul tursl products are
sold, or would probably be $otd, from the place in the report~
ing year. .
) All of the farm figures presented in tt'us report are based
on the acreage-sales farm definition in use since- 1960. Sm;:e

1
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the $1, 000 sa1es item tvas not asked forall 5 of the months
needed in cotnputing the April-centered annual average for
1976 (see, "“Five-quagter averages centered, on April” in this
sectton) comﬁﬂable farm poputatlon estimates for both the
old and new definitions are not avaitable for 1975,

Farms located within thg boundaries of urban territory,
comprlsrng a small mtngnty of all farms are not treated as
farms for population census purposes andt their population 18
not inciuded in the farm popuIatuon Urban territory includes
all ptaces,w@ a population of 2,500 or more and the densely

- settled - urbanized fringe’ areas around cttiks of 50,000 or

more. Beginning with the 1972 estimate, <t‘he estimated farm

population 1s limited to, tie rural ternitory as determined in

the 1970 Census of Populatiorf id the Current Populatuon
Surveys of 1963 through 1971, the urban-rural boundanesc
used were those of the 196Q €ensus of Population and dd |
not ‘ake Into account the annexatrons and other substantra!
expansions of urban territory that were mcorporated wito the |

1970 Census of Population The net effect was to classlfy ant

unknown number of persons as rural-farnf in the Current]
Population Surveys of 1970 and ,1871 who were treated as
urban {and hence nonfarm) in the 1970 .census as ‘well as m -
the Current Popllation Sutveys beginning in 1972,

in the Current Populatlon Survey, pnmarried persops *
attending college awav\ from home“are enumerated .as rest-
dents of their parents’ homes, whereas n the Census of Popu
latibn such persons are enume;ated as resldents of the com-
munities In which they l|ve Whiie attendnng &oltege . The
effect of this difference s to classify a targer pumber of
college- aged°persons as farm rnsudents n the Current Popula
tion Survey than wou1d be so class|f|ed under decennial cefi-
sus usage. ; o

. Nonfarm populatlon The nonfarm populaton comprisgs. *
all persons |w|ng yn urban areas and ali yural persons not on
farms ’} - &

-
u

F\ve~quart,er averages centered qn Apni. Apn! centered‘
annual averages of the farm population for the yeqrs 1970
through 1976 were computed by using data for the' five.quar-
ters centered on the April dgte for wh|ch the estimate was
being prepared For example, for April 1976; guarterly esti-
mates for the months of October 1975 ‘and Jantuary, April,
July, and October 1976, were used with a weight of one-
eighth gfve‘n to 2ach of the two October estimates and a
weight of one-fourth to each of the estimates for the other 3
months. One reason, for thg choice of Apni as the date for
centeting' population estimates is that this +s the decennial
census month.

’




"oy i DS ] head of the family’ and all other persops in the family are
© the 1970 population census publications aid does not in- included. The number of family members is the same as size |
clude any subsequent additions or changes. For'the 1970 of famlfy A .
census, gxcept in New England, an SMSA s a county or . ] A
group of contigyous counties’which, contams at least one city Head of family. Ong person in each famdy was designated
of 50,000 inhabitants or mae, or owin cties” with 8 com- as the head. The heaa of a famaly s usually the person re-

: bined population of at least 50,000. in addition to the ‘coun- - garded as tite head by members of the family. Women are not
ty, or counties, containing such a city'or cities, contiguous ¢ ‘classified as heads if their husbands are resident members of
counties are included in an SMSA if, atcording’to cerf@in” - the family at the time of the survey. Married couples related

» criteria, they are essentially metropolitan in character and are

Apnl centered annural averages for persons under 14 years
by race and sex, and for persons 14 years old ‘and over, by
race, sex, age, labor force charactensucs and regiom were
alsp computed for 1976 by using'data for the specified char-
acteristics for the five quarters centered oh Apri} 197g: ,

Metropolitan-nonmetropolitan residence. The population
res:dmg in standard ruetropoh,tah statistical areat (SMSA’s) -

+ constitutes the metropohtan population. The metropolitan

population in this report is based on SMSA’s as defined in

_socrally and economically integrated with the central county.
In New England, SMSA’s consist of towns and cities, rather
than counties. : R

Geographjc regions. }'he majqr regions of the WYnited
States for which data are presented represent groups of
State’s as follows: ‘

Nonh and WWas't North Central, and West

regions combined,
¥

Nort#east: Connectrcut Maine, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York Pennsylvania, Rhode

Istand, Vermont
~

L)

) Norai antral Hironois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas
y Mrchrgan Minnesota, Missourt, Nebraska, North Dakota,
« Ohio, South Dakqta Wsconsun .

t

West: A!aska Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii,
fdaho Montana, Nevads, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Wash-
ingtan, Wyoming.

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, District of

bia, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, L¢uisiana, Maryland,

Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, Sputh Carofina, Ten-

nessee, Texas, Virginia, West Vrrgmia’d f )

Age. The age classification 1s ba %on the age of the

person at last birthday. / ¢

Race. The population i5 dwided ynfo three groups on the

basis of race: White, Black, and *'ofhér races.” The last cate-

gor¥ includes Indians, Japanese, Ciiiriese, and any other race

v except White and Black. In the text.of this report, Blacks
refer to’ Blacks and persons of races'other than White.

<
J Famijly. The term "family,” ds used in this report, refers
to a group of two=or more persons related by blood, mar-
or adoptro?/and residing ther, all such persons gre

RIC B
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* considered as mempbers of the same family. Thus, if the son

of the head of the househotd and the son’s wife are in the
~ household, tHey are treated as part of the head’s family. On
the other hand, a lodger and his wife not related to the head
" of the household or an unrelated servant and hls wife are
consrdered as,addmonal families, and npt a part of the house-
hold head’s famuy, .

The mean size of family 1s derived by dividing the number
of persons_in families by the total number of families. In the
classification of families by number of famrly members, the

to the head of a family are included in the hedd's family and
are.not classified as separate famihes. .

The Census Bureau has tradmonally desrgnated a head of
household to serve as the central reference person for the
collection and tabulation of data for individual members of
the household (or family). However, recent social changes
have resulted’in a trend toward moce equal €tatus for all
members of the househoid (or family), making the term
"head” less relevant in the analysis of hoysehold and family
data."As a result, the Bureau is currently developing n
techniques of enumeration.and data presentation which wiil
eliminate the concept of -"head.” While some of the data in
this report are based on the concept of “head,” niethodology
for future Census Bureau reports will reflect:a gradual move-
ment away from this traditional practice E .

Type-of.family. The classification of farmilies by type 15
based on the sex and rharital status of head. Faftiies with a
head and wife present are termed "“husband-wife’’ famiilies.
Families 1n_which the spouse of the head I1s not present are
families with “other male head'' or ""female head” depending

- on the sex of the head. . ka

. Own children. “"Own” children 1n a family are single
(never ied) sons and daughters, inciuding stepchildren
and ad(!children, of the family head. In table 3, the'
mean nu r of own children is derived by diwiding the

number of children by the total number of families with own
chitdren under 18.

,*

Marital “status, Data refer to present marital stat ‘.'The
primary categories of marnital status are single (never married)
and ever married. The following sub-categories of ever
rnarr\| may be'dnstmgurshed: (1) married, spouse present;

) married, spouse 3bsent (excluding separated); (3) sep-
arated; (4 :
\i

. ereume birth expectauons Lifetime births expected are
determined by adding any lddmon?l births a woman expects

.22 S
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to the childrer\ she has*ajready borne, if any. Questions re-

garding expected 9dditional births were asked in June 1976
+ of women 14 to 39 years old who were currently married
“ 4 {spouse pesent or spouse absent excluding separated}.

Birﬁ fo date. In the glata on hirth exp,
in table C, the numbef of “births to dg
meaning as.the fiumber of children ever born. ) ‘.

Children ever bom.- The term ‘‘children ever‘borp” refers
to the total number of live births reported by ever-married
women. “Inciuded in the number are children born to the
) womang;:re her presemt marriage, children no longer living,
. < and chif® ;

’stiltlus{ing in the home.

.
. 3

AS

Labor force and employment status. The definitions of
labor force and employment status n this report refate to the
population 14 years old and over.

‘ M N 4

- ‘ =

df they were employed as civilians, umémployed, or In the
» Armed Forces during the survey week The "civilian labor
force” 1s comprised 6f ali civilians tlassified‘as employed or
unemployed < 4 - '

ﬁmployed Employed persons comprlse {1} all civilians

who during the specified week dlq any work at alf “as pad
employees or.in ther own bpsméss or prpfession, or on their
‘own farm, or who worked 15 hdurs or rﬁre as unpaid work-
ers on-a farm or 1n a business operated by a member of the
family, and {2) all those who were not workmgbut who had
jobs or businesses frqm which they were temporarily absent
because of iliness, bad weather, vacation, or labor-
management _dispute, or because they were taking tume off
" ““for personal reasons, whether or not they were paid by their
employers for time off, and whether or not they were seek-
ing other jobs Excluded from the employed group are per-
sons whose only activity consisted of work around the house
{such as own home housework, painting or repairing own

similar~organizations.

Unemployed Unemployed ‘persons are those civilians
who, during the survey week, had no émplayment but were
avallal:!e for work and (1) had engaged in any specific job-
seeking activity within the past 4 weeks, such as registering at
a public or private employ ment office, meeting with pr C-
tive employers, checking with friends or relatives, placing or
gnswerlng advertisements, wrsting Ietr;of _applicatl'on, or

{

.

"being on a unioh or professional register, 2) were.waiting to
. be called back to'a job from which they Med been laid off, or
* *(3) were waiting toreport.to a new wage or salary job within
- 30 days. ° .
v v s (Y /
-Not in the labor force. All civilians who are nt';t classi-
fied as employed or unemployed are defined as “not in the
by /

% .
ons of wives -
z,' has the same

.away from home, as well as children who were’

Labor force. Persons are classified as in the labor force -

home, etc.) or volunteer work! for religious, charitable, and’

.19
tabor force.” This groupwwho are neither employed nor seek-
ing work includes persons engaged only in own home house-
work, attending school, or unable to work becauge of iong-
térm physical or mental illness; persons who are retired or
100 old to work ; seasonal workers foswhom the sugvey week

. fell m an off season; and the voluntarily idie. Persons doing .
only unpaid-family work (less than 15.houss) are also classi-;

fied as not in the labor fofce. .

-

P )
. . i

Agriculture. The industry category . agnculture is so
what more lnclufve than the tota! of the two ma]ovr occupa-
tion groups, armers and farm managers’’ and ''farm
laborers and SUPErVISors. " 1t also includes {1) persons em-
ployed on farms in oocupatlons sfch ‘as truck driver,
mechanic, and bookkeepgr, afld (2) persons engaged In cer-
tajn activities other than strictly farm operation such as
cotton gi'nping, contract farm services, veterinary énd breed-
ing services, hatchdries, experimental statuods gréenhouses,
landscape gardemng‘tree service, trappmg, huntung breserves
and kennels,

‘rNonagﬂcul | industries. This category includes all in-
dustries not specifically classed under agrculture.

Multiple jobs. Persons with two or more jobs during the
survey week were classified as employed in the industry in
which they worked the greatest number of mours during the
week. Conséquently, some of the persons shown In this re-

port as ¢ngaged In*nonagricultural activities also engaged n .

" agriggiture and vice versa. r

’

L} »

Class of Worker

; Self-employed workers. Persons who worked for profit or
fees in therr own business, profession, or trade, or who
operated a farm either as an owner or tenant.

»

Wage and salary workers. Persons who worked f0r any
governmental unit or private employer for wages salary,(
commission,-tips, pay '‘in kind,” or at piece rates.

) []

Unpaid family workers. Persons who worked without pay
on a farm or in a business opera
they are related by blood or marrfage.

fncome. Total money income Is the algebreic sum of the
"gmomnts received in the preceding calendar year from each of
the following sources: {1) Money wages or salary; (2) net
income from nonfarm seif-empioyment, {3} net #hcome from
Jfarm self-employment; {4} Social Security or railroad retire-
ment; (5) dividends, interest {on savings or bonds), income
from estates or trust§, or net rental income; {6) public assist-
ance dr welfare payments; (73 -unemployment and workmen's
compensation, goyernment employee pensfons, or veterans’
payments {8} private pensions, annuities, alimony, regular
" contributions from persons nog living in thls household, and
other periodicincome.” .

.

d by a person to whom

-
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Receupts from the followmg sources are not included as types in kﬂeplng with American consumption patterns. Based
lf%hq. {1 Money received from the sale of property, such on -an analysis of; the percent of income devoted to food
as stOCKSL bonds 3 house or a car (uniess the persop was e_xpendltures arr estymate was developed of the minimum
engaged in the busmess of selling such property, In which cost at which an American family, making ‘average choices,
case the net proceeds would counted as income from;  can be prowided with a diet meeting rgcommenged nutri;
self-employment), (2),w,|thdr als of bank deposits, (3) - <tonal goa[s Consequently,utls an overall statistical yardstigk.

money bércowed; (4) tax refunds; (5) gifts; and (6) fump- ¢ - which reflects the different consumption requirements ,of
sum inheritance\s or insQrance payments. "« families of different size, taking into accoury, family compo-

- N siton and farm nonfarm resldence Insofar as individwaal cir-
Family income. The “total income of a family 1s.the\alge- cumstances or consumption patterns differ, ‘the dollar value -
bra& sum of the amounts received by aH iIncome reeipients 1N of the lowancome threshold for a givén family siZe may not

the f mily. , . represent the money mcome required by an individual famil
lnt‘the income distribution for families, the lowest income to maintain a level of economic well- -being equwalent t

group' (less than $4,000), includes those families who were--- \}otherfamlhes with similar incomes.”

classified as having no mcome in the income year and those ‘ ;

reporting a lgss In netincome frgm farm and nonfarm_ selfw Average annual rate of change Average annual rates of

_emptoyrhent or 1 rental inceme. Many of these were hvmg _ change,are estimated usrng an exponential model. Specif-
on tncome ‘in Kind,” savings, or gifts, or were newly consti- g “ically the average annual rate of citange s definkd to be 'the
tuted famifies, or familie¢ in which the sole breadwiriner had value x which satisfies the reIatranshlp . ot .
recently died or had left the household. However, many of i - . § ' .
the families who réported no income probably had some yt='y0etx -t {1)
money income which was not recorded in the survey. ) ’ c
It ‘should be noted that although the income statistics Here y , 1s the population at an initial point in time, yy's the
« = refer to receipts during the preceding year, “the compgsition population at ‘a later point 1n time, and t1s the nurnber of
of famihes refer; to the ume of the survey. The income of . , years that have elapsed between the measurements of the
the family does not tnclude ‘amounts received by persons " population suzes The annual average rate of change 1S esti-
who were members of the family during all or part of the : mated using the estimates of the populatign for the two
income year if these persons no longer resided with the points 1n time in equation (1) and solving for x. e
family at the time of enumeration. On the other hapd, family . o, t
income 1ncludes amounts reported by related pe s‘who Symbols. A dash “--"* represents zero and the symbol “8"
did not reside with the family during the income Year but means that the base for the derived flgure/s less than 75,000.

" Index. The low-income threshold for a_nonfarm family of

_aminimum tevel of income a quac{g.for families of different

Q . .

coo- o, -2
= ) -

whg were member§, of the family at the time of enamration. S
The median income s the amount which divides thd distr- *. Rounding. The indwidual frgures in this report are fOU"d"
bution into two equal groups, one having incomes aboye the &d to the neasest thousand. With few exceptions, the indi-
median, and the other having Incomes below the mediary The widual figures have not been adjusted to group totals, which
medians for families are based on all families. . are independently rounded. Percentages are rdunded to the
. nearest terith of a percent; therefare, the percentages in a
distribution dw{t\always add to exactly 100.0 percent. The

based on the rounded absolute numbers. -

Interagency Commuttee in\1969. This 1ndex 15 based on the * ke
Department of Agriculture’s 1961 Economy Food Plan a SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF . .
reflects the different consulnption requirements of famil THE ESTIMATES . N

'

based- on their size apd colnposition, sex and age of th
family head, and farm-nonfaym residence. In order to keep
the poverty index constant ofer time, the thresholds are up-
‘dated~annually based on changes 1n the Consumer Price

Souree of data Most of the estimates 1n this report are
April-centered five-quarter averages of data colletted in 1960
through 1976 from the Current Population Survey (CPS) of
the reau of the Census The monthly CPS deals malr‘\ly

~wit labor force data for the Lvilian, nomnstttutlonal popu-
laton. Questions relating to labor force participation are
asked about each member 14 years old and older in each
sample household. Data on fertility .and birth expectations,
income and low income status for the year 1975, and
household and family characteristics of farm and nonfarm
families